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Er. E, Leonard &uMn 
Associate Mineral Counsel 
Playboy 

919 3. Michigan Ave,, 

Chicago, HI. 60611 

£®ar Hr, Salsia, 

That Playboy fuactioes whan it loses It sail aad never delivers it on time say 
explain recently reported changes hat aot the fast that ssost of my letters hair® received 
no response because 2 seat thsss oertfied aad have the receipts. So, in yout 4/1 3 you 
eay that sine of 4/3 did not reach you until 4/9 and that it took four mens days for 

you to respond "as quickly as possible." / ' p 

I’a sorry this has degsnerarated as it has. Share was no need for any of it. 

I'm sorry also that after the reasonable way in which you spoke to when, belatedly, / 
you pbco®$»you write ma a seif-serving letter distinguished by what lawyers prefer to 
contrive* factual iaaoeuraciss, eaissiaiis ,aad trrelavaneisa. 2‘his Is a disapxxilaiEiaat // \\ 
after the. way you ©aca® aosros®. . 

It is both irrelevant and inaccurate .to say that "First, you seen to quarrel n 
with our conclusions." Sfcet is not the. basis of ay;' complaint and in the sense in which 
you us® it it simply Isn t true. Noe is it consistent with anything 2 have under- 
stood or Said about say.rBle as consultant. Quite the contrary, as the tapes will shew, j 
1 said, exactly the opposite and insisted, in this /that 2 have so right to fey to tell j j_J j 
Playboy what It will say.. . 


. ?hea® tapes ware sado by mutual agresaaat and for two purposes* so that your 
bureaucracy would not have to depaad ©a tbs recollections of a nenwszpsrfc staff re- 
searchers and as I sad® quite explicit, in fsirnosa to Jim Magic lay. Ily obligation to j 
Playboy included protecting it. Sometisaes explicitly sometimes by inference this did { I 
involve McKinley, fhsse tapes will also show that 2 would be backup tapes 

because your people didn t know -new to use th© machines., as thay will also show. 

*hua 2 do not have tapes of all conversations. But where it related to these matters 
X do* I do not have ishai is nos clearly a deceptive call from w iss the Satu.rday 
Refers the png pages were sent os. However, ay wife, who answered the phone and / 
.ia, did participate in the conversation and was shocks at the differsasa between what 
^ia said and what the copy showed. As we both were by his not sending the copy Im- 
mediately as he offered. 


Hy conversatisa wit^ Scasalea having to do with plsgigrisis did involve McKinley 
aad thus I have It taped, t is entirely opposite your representation of the 44000. It 
simply la not true that sy ' endorsement of the check included gy Xing paternal and this 
is entirely opposite what GonsaXss and 2 said and discussed. lour words are '“That 
was mad® clear in the endorsement. * Ida follow this with "ferry ^onsalss* covering 
letter^© you." ^ou do not ref or to say immediate oorrsetdoa' of this interpretation 
by certified sail. Thu record is clear that 2 sgrrad to a payment for tha JFK plagiarism 
ably because of your situation and opacified that there could be no more, with the 
reasons. 2 will not insult you with' specifics about how literary rights ars bought, 
ss in this ea®a they war® not and as in this ©as® you sere told they could not be# 


fhis leads to your "all materials obtained from you that had not been published 
elsewhere. " It is obvious that if someone else steals it does not give you a license 
to steal. Larry lied to ae from what you told s® and subsequent proofs establish. Xg 
said tha issue was hewing locked up in 20 minutes. (Mbat you say about consulting others 
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is deliberately out of contact. I used it as evidence of deception. Hcwevw, you do not 
say that these others could not answer your questions.) 1 not only did not give you 
any right to use any of my copyrighted wore:, I specifically forbad it and explained 
By reasons. With, ray JFK work Gonzales actually told aa that bis lawyers ssy Playboy 
can use anything that has been printed and it is regular policy. 

What you. say abous proofs (’'opr fixa policy not to send proofs to peoples. sic j 
©zceot mj&el/coHoitioas that are quit© rare and that do not apply to this sita&ticn 
at ail") again is out of contest. Remember, you did send me the copy end I do have it. 
You personally also told ms there Sas no deadline -problem, plenty of time, The only 
purpose served by sending ss proofs was to protect us both. 

You have elected to publish what I regard as terrible stuff demeaning to eves 
! , r r :& girlie rag. But I have said not a word. I haven't even bou£rt& copy of any issue. 

; There was and there could have been no other purpose served by your sending ate proofs 
> or by my suggesting it, as if 1 have been taken advantage of you will learn. However, 

1 1 when you have not asked me to sell/ycu any rights} when I have precluded tfcs use of 

- -a.'y of oy works when you have twice admitted stealing it, once by a nordimi payment for 

it add now by aayiag you have eliminated acme of it, and when you (qualify all of this — 

you personally with your qualification "to the best o f o ur knowledge" - th® real pur- 
.pose to bo served by my examining proofs before pr^traTILs commences. and by refusing 
j j them to m© would seem to be apparent. 

"‘‘his is not going to disappear because you ©loot to play with words. So. as 
you begin your final paragraph, X do hav® questions, those I^havs raised sad you nave 
"~not answered.. The simplest way of rephrasing it is have you used any of ay work? 

xa addition to what X told you and everyone else at Playboy from the Beginning 
n~Hhere tes been an evidence of what I’d hoped for, movie use. I had a new call on this 
. Ujust last night. lou know what this can mean to me if you kill it. ind there is no 
j i excuse in any "to the best of our knowledge" jaz3 when I*veaskea that any questions 
! I be eliminated prior to printing, that nans of my work be used. 

If you do not send me proofs of sons kind immediately I will have to consider, 
whether your representations when they are not explicit preclude ss from seeking an. 

~ Injunction. My personal lawyer is away this week arid X have to bo away Best or ncorc 
A /week, This does give you tine. However, I have consulted a Sew fork lawyer who is 

expert '"la pub3.ishing and he says there i3 a good chance. 1 think you also know whet 

this can mean for both of us and that if you have cealt with me honestly there is 
Botbiag in the world to prevent you from establishing it. Rather do I believe you would 
vaat to eliminate any question, or any basis for questions The Issue will cone out and 
I can then see it anyway. There is nothing to it worth stealing because aaJ.de from 
error there is netting original in it. The only real question is have you compounded, 
your unauthorised, use of my work by subsequent deceptions. I hope you will sea that if 

you have and continue to be non-roaponsivs you will -hereby also hurt Playboys acre. 

If you have not done any of this, why not say ao explicitly or show ml 

There remains to bo sent payment for the tork 1 put in on this piece® Xt was 
not included in the consultancy agreement or in the check seat. There is also a 
Batter I have raised many tins, the rdurn of rare, valuably anu ou's—of—oiimt books 
Ann Gurlsin borrowed. I want the books, not cssfc shica can t replace thsa. 

Sincerely, 


Harold Waiaberg 



